Wright State University

CORE Scholar
Faculty Senate Minutes and Agendas

Faculty Senate

9-29-2003

Faculty Senate Meeting Agenda and Minutes, September 29, 2003

Follow this and additional works at: https://corescholar.libraries.wright.edu/archives_senate_minutes
Part of the Educational Leadership Commons

Repository Citation
(2003). Faculty Senate Meeting Agenda and Minutes, September 29, 2003. .
https://corescholar.libraries.wright.edu/archives_senate_minutes/309

This Minutes is brought to you for free and open access by the Faculty Senate at CORE Scholar. It has been
accepted for inclusion in Faculty Senate Minutes and Agendas by an authorized administrator of CORE Scholar. For
more information, please contact library-corescholar@wright.edu.

Faculty Senate
September 29, 2003
2:30 p.m., E156 Student Union
1. Call to Order

2. Approval of Minutes for June 2, 2003 and June 9, 2003 (Emergency Meeting)
June 2 Located at http://www.wright.edu/admin/senate/minutes/June03SenMin1.html
June 9 Located at http://www.wright.edu/admin/senate/minutes/June9SenMin.html

3. Report of the University President or Chief Academic Officer

4. Report of the Senate Executive Committee: Jack Dustin
Item of Discussion: Student On-line Course Evaluations (Attachment A)

5. Written Committee Reports and Attendance
Committees are currently getting organized and collecting agenda items. There will be no reports for today’s meeting.
A. Faculty Budget Priority Committee: Jack Dustin
B. Non-Bargaining Unit Faculty Affairs Committee: Carole Endres
C. Undergraduate Curriculum & Academic Policy Committee: Tom Sav
D. Buildings & Grounds Committee: Shelley Jagow
E. Information Technology Committee: Vince Yen
F. Student Affairs Committee: Margaret Clark Graham
G. Student Petitions Committee: KT Mechlin

6. Council Reports
None.

7. Old Business
A. Drop Date Policy – KT Mechlin (Attachment B)

8. New Business
(A suspension of the rules will be requested to move Item B to Old Business for a vote.)
A. Call for Nominations for Professor-at-Large for University Promotion and Tenure Committee (Attachment C). *Nominations
will be taken today and at the October 20 Faculty Senate Meeting, with the vote taken at the November 17, 2003 Senate
meeting. Please confirm that your nominee is willing to serve prior to the vote.
B. UGEC Proposal – Revise number two to begin UGEC immediately (Attachment D)

9. Adjournment
Next Senate Meeting: Monday, October 20, 2:30 p.m., 156 Student Union
ATTACHMENT A
(Student Government) End of year report – Course Evaluations
The 2002-2003 Student Government Administration picked up where previous Administrations left off with regards to online course
evaluations. We believe that the course evaluation system would be beneficial to the student population, as well as a way for
faculty to gather valuable feedback about the content of the courses they are teaching. We have taken into account both the
faculty and the students’ suggestions in designing the course evaluation so that it satisfies the needs of all interested parties.
The proposed evaluation will be executed through ROX so that it is secure and only allows registered students of that course to
evaluate it. The students will evaluate the course after their grades have been posted on ROX. When the students sign in to check
their grades they will be given the option to evaluate the course by clicking on the word “evaluate” next to the course title. (See
attached evaluation).
The results of the evaluation will be available to students at the time of registration, located on the course offering’s page next to

the course #. Only registered students at WSU can view the evaluation results. The evaluations are completely objective and do
not allow students to give personal comment. This prevents rude and malicious feedback which addresses concerns voiced by
some faculty members.

ATTACHMENT B
Recommendation for Change in Drop Date Policy
Rev.09/19/03
DATE:

September 29, 2003

FROM:
TO:
SUBJECT:

Student Petitions Committee (Chair, KT Mechlin)
University Senate
Proposed change in drop date

CURRENTLY:

There are currently three deadlines for drop dates for students.
(1) All students can drop a class without any notation of signing up for it on their
transcripts, before the end of the third week of class.
(2) Upper classmen can drop a class with a grade of “W”, before the end of the fifth
week of class
(3) Freshmen can drop a class with a grade of “W”, before the end of the eighth week of
class.

Problems that students experience with the multiple drop deadline policy, include the following:
(1) Students who have received financial aid are afraid to drop classes for fear of losing financial aid.
Students receiving federal financial aid who completely withdraw before 60% of the term has passed are
subject to the federally mandated Return of Title IV Funds calculation. When these students withdraw, the
institution must return a portion of the federal aid (grants and loans) which had been awarded to pay the
students’ fees. If the withdrawal occurs after the university’s refund period has ended, the student is then
indebted to the university for the amount of aid the university has returned to the federal student aid
programs. The amount of aid that has to be returned is a pro-rated amount based upon the student’s
institutional charges, amount of federal aid awards, and the percentage of term in which the student was
enrolled.
(2) Students are often confused as to which drop date applies to them since they are unsure if they are
classified as freshmen or not, due to AP, transfer credits, or military credits,
(3) Students above the freshmen level sometimes do not have course feedback before the drop deadline.
Thus, they do not have enough time and information to evaluate whether or not they will be able to
successfully pass the class.
RECOMMENDATION: The Student Petitions Committee recommends:
(1) There be one drop date for all students to drop with a grade of “W” instead of two (one for freshmen and
upper classmen)
(2) The drop date coincide with the federal Return of Title IV Funds policy stating that once 60% of the
quarter has passed, the university does not need to return financial aid for that quarter (60% of the quarter is
calculated based upon including finals week, holidays in the quarter and weekends, according to the financial
aid office). Since fall, winter and spring quarters are 76 days in length, the drop date would fall no earlier
than the 46th day. For the 2003-2004 academic year the drop dates would be Oct. 23 (Thursday), Feb. 19
(Thursday) and May 13 (Thursday). In addition, the committee recommends these dates be changed to the
next Monday so the previous full week is available to the students to make their decisions (Oct. 27, Feb. 23,
May 17). Summer quarters would have to be calculated for all three terms but be consistent with the 60%
drop dates from the other quarters.
Rationale: Wright State University has the strictest drop date of any of the schools in Ohio and is the only school to
have a separate freshman drop date. The rest of the universities in Ohio allow students to drop courses as late as
the last week of classes (see attachment). This would also allow professors more time to get test results back to
students, especially in those courses that only meet once a week.

ATTACHMENT C
ELIGIBLE CANDIDATES FOR PROFESSOR-AT-LARGE
UNIVERSITY PROMOTION AND TENURE COMMITTEE 2003-04
Ainina

M. Fall

Arasu

K. T.

Arlian

Larry G.

Baker

Francis J.

Ballantine

Jeanne H.

Barr

David L.

Bartlett-Blair

Deborah E.

Bennett

Kevin B.

Bigley

Nancy J.

Blair

John P.

Bland

Leland D.

Bourbakis

Nikolaos G.

Bullock

Richard H.

Burton

G. Allen

Carmichael

Wayne W.

Chen

Chien-In (Henry)

Chung

Soon Myoung

Cole

Donna J.

David

Donald K.

Davy

Jeanette A.

Derry

Charles D.

DeStephen

Daniel E.

Dombrowski

Joanne M.

Dorn

Jacob H.

Evans

Anthony B.

Feld

William A,

Fichtenbaum

Rudy H.

Fitzgerald

Edward A.

Flach

John M.

Fowler

Barbara A.

Frey

Diane E.

Funderburk

Samuel Charles

Gallimore

Jennie J.

Gayle

G. William

Geibert

Ronald R.

Gilpin

Roger K.

Goshtasby

Arthur Ardeshir

Graham

Margaret Clark

Grandhi

Ramana V.

Gregor

C. Bryan

Gressis

Nicolas

Griffin

Paul R.

Haas

Edward F.

Hangartner

Thomas N.

Hartmann

Charles J.

He

Ping

Hennessy

Michael B.

Hong

Lang

Hou

Xiang-Dong

Hull

Barbara E.

Hye

Allan E.

Irvine

William B.

Isaacs

Larry D.

Jean

Jack S.N.

Katovic

Vladomir

Kazimierczuk

Marian K.

Ketcha

Daniel M.

Khamis

Harry J.

Khera

Inder P.

Kich

Martin M.

Klein

Helen Altman

Klein

James

Kurdek

Lawrence A.

La Forge

Jan

Larsen

James E.

Law

Joseph K.

Leffak

Ira Michael

Lightle

Susan S.

Macaulay

Thomas S.

Maner

Martin W.

Miller

David F.

Mukhopadhyay Sharmila Mitra
Nagy

Allen L.

Nieder

Gary L.

Nord

Douglas C.

Olson

Paulette I.

Oshiro

Kenji K.

Pacernick

Gary B.

Pammer

William J.

Pearson

John C.

Pedersen

Steen

Petreman

David A.

Petrick

Joseph A.

Phillips

Chandler A.

Praeger

Susan G.

Premus

Robert

Pringle

Mary Beth

Prochaska

Lawrence J.

Pruett

Robert E.

Putnam

Robert W.

Ratnaparkhi

Makarand V.

Rattan

Kuldip S.

Reichert

Julia

Renas

Stephen M.

Rizki

Mateen M.

Rowley

Blair A.

Runkle

James R.

Ryan

Charles W.

Sammons

Martha C.

Sanders

Nadia R.

Sav

G. Thomas

Seoh

Munsup

Shaw

Arnab K.

Shenoi

Belle A.

Siegal

Harvey A.

Skinner

Thomas E.

Spetter

Allan B.

Sprohge

Hans-Dieter

Srinivasan

Raghavan

Sudkamp

Thomas A.

Svobodny

Thomas P.

Sweeney

Robert J.

Talbott

John C.

Traynor

Thomas L.

Voss

Daniel T.

Wolff

J. Mitch

Wood

Timothy S.

Yen

Vincent C.

ATTACHMENT D
The University General Education Committee Proposal
Approved by Faculty Senate, 25 November 2002
1. Having completed its Senate mandate to implement the new General Education curriculum, the General Education
Implementation Committee (GEIC) ceases to exist on January 1, 2004.
2. The University General Education Committee (UGEC) – a standing subcommittee of UCAPC - comes into existence on
January 1, 2004 and inherits any unfinished business left by GEIC.
3. UGEC is composed of two representatives each from the Colleges of Math and Science and Liberal Arts and one
representative from each of the other undergraduate colleges. The Faculty Senate Executive Committee appoints and
the Faculty Senate confirms faculty members for two-year terms. These terms are staggered. The Faculty Senate also
designates from among UGEC’s faculty members the chair of the committee who serves in that position for a one-year
term. A non-voting student member is appointed by student government and serves on UGEC for a one-year term. The
Writing Across the Curriculum Coordinator, the Provost, the Director of the Honors Program and a representative of
University College or their designees serve as non-voting ex officio members of UGEC.
4. The Chair of UGEC will serve as a non-voting ex officio member of UCAPC.
5. UGEC meets at least quarterly and reviews all general education new course proposals, course modification proposals
and General Education requirements (including General Education substitution proposals).
6. UGEC develops assessment guidelines and implements assessment of the General Education Program.
7. UGEC reviews all General Education course syllabi periodically to see if they generally reflect the approved sample
syllabi and reflect the approved General Education goals. UGEC communicates with departments concerning any
problems with particular courses as they relate to General Education. If a department fails to take appropriate action to
resolve such problems, UGEC may request to UCAPC that the course in question be removed from the list of approved

General Education courses. UCAPC may forward action on this request to the Senate.
8. UGEC will develop, update and disseminate a list of equivalencies to WSU General Education courses for transfers
from other colleges and universities.
9. UGEC will review periodically General Education substitutions. The initial review will occur in the 2005-2006 academic
year.
10. UGEC will review and make proposals on any aspect of General Education (e.g., transfer guidelines, use of adjunct
faculty and course availability).

WRIGHT STATE UNIVERSITY
FACULTY SENATE MINUTES
Monday, September 29, 2003
Minutes reviewed by University Faculty President Jack Dustin and University Registrar, Dave Sauter. Prepared by the
Office of the Registrar.
I.

Call to Order:
Senators: (those present in bold) Agrawal, Abinash; Sayer, Jim (for Marjorie Baker); Chamberlain, Ava; Duke,
Janice; Fichtenbaum, Rudy; Fossum, Eric; Foy, Brent; Goldstein, David; Houston, Maggie; Lauf, Peter;
Lemkau, Jeanne; Leung, Jackson; Lindsey, Jill; McNutt, Mindy; Thomas, Scott (for James Menart); Meyer,
Cheryl; O’Brien, Mari; Reynolds, David; Rizki, Mateen; Sayer, Cathy; Scott, Jane; Seitz, David; Self, Eileen;
Traynor, Tom; Vermeersch, Patricia; Voss, Dan; Walbroehl, Gordon.

Faculty President - Dustin, Jack; Faculty President Elect - Pringle, Drew; President (Ex-officio/non-voting)
Goldenberg, Kim; Provost (Ex-officio/non-voting) - Hopkins, Dave; Parliamentarian (Ex-officio/non-voting) Sav,
Tom; Secretary (Ex-officio/non-voting) Sauter, Dave

II.

Approval of the Minutes:
The minutes of the June 2, 2003 and June 9, 2003, meeting were approved as written.
June 2 Located at http://www.wright.edu/admin/senate/minutes/June03SenMin1.html
June 9 Located at http://www.wright.edu/admin/senate/minutes/June9SenMin.html

III.

Report of the President – Dr. Goldenberg
Wright State is the university of choice in the nation for Miami Valley valedictorians for the fifth consecutive
year.
Our first-ever major fund-raising campaign exceeded national benchmarks, raising nearly 43 million – one year
ahead of schedule.
Research and Sponsored Programs exceeded $46 million in external funding for FY03 and $153 million in
current projects that are multi-year.
We provided statewide leadership through the Inter University Council that helped defeat about $150 million in
proposed cuts to higher education.
As a guest of Governor Taft to the National Governor’s Council on Higher Education, I heard about reductions in
some states up to 26 percent.
Our staff will continue to work with statewide leaders to build the case in future years through the Governor’s
Commission in Higher Education.
A statewide effort for which Wright State is one of three finalists is a Wright Center of Innovation to provide help
for expanding the Russ Center.
Enrollment reports show total headcount is up 1.3% (UG 1.4% and Grad 0.9%). Total credit hours are up 4.6%
(UG 4.2% and Grade 7.0%).
And Provost Hopkins will be working with all academic units to help them implement their strategic planning
goals developed in FY03.
Question from Senate President Dustin regarding the Governor’s Task Force on Higher Education. What outcome
would you expect the task force to conclude when its work is done? President Goldenberg’s response was (1) realize
how well we’ve done despite cutbacks (2) appreciate the number of collaborations occurring and (3) at conclusion, see
importance of building stronger foundations for higher education both in teaching and scholarship and research.
Follow-up question from Dr. Dustin about how the make-up of this task force will be able to temper future legislative

decisions that might adversely impact higher education. President Goldenberg’s response was the Commission is very
diverse and has invited a number of speakers on behalf of higher education.
IV.

Provost:
o

V.

Dr. Hopkins commented that he was pleased to be here, as he made remarks at the June 2 Senate Meeting.

Report of the Senate Executive Committee: Jack Dustin
Met with Provost Hopkins concerning:
Strategic Plan
University Information Systems Replacement Project
Accreditation and Assessment
Capital Budget and Process
Susan Mathews resigned and was replaced with Eric Fossum after reviewing votes
SPAM, issue forwarded to the Information Technology Committee
One question survey being developed to faculty about issues of concern
“New Business” The Executive Committee will schedule full discussion after issues have been accepted for New
Business.
The following will be included in the agenda for the next Executive Committee meeting:
appointment of representatives to University Diversity Advisory Committee;
deciding whether to identify indicators for the University's Strategic Plan (two-pages);
replace Senator Jane Scott who is no longer fulltime faculty;
appoint members to the University General Education Committee;
take up recommendation of adjusting Senate meeting times to coincide with new course time blocks;
take up recommendation to review textbook problems
Reminder concerning quorum required in order to conduct business of the Senate
Reminder that members can appoint a replacement (non-voting) in their absence
Guest Presentation: Terry Anderson, Associate Director, CaTS regarding University Information Systems Replacement
Project (handouts provided and Project Website www.wright.edu/usr)
Highlights included Project Overview including development of an RFP; Selection Process including USR
Selection Committee; Preliminary timeline set to evaluate two vendors, SCT Banner and PeopleSoft and make a
decision by the end of the year. Early summer, teams were formed to perform an intense evaluate of these two
vendors in order to prepare an RFP. Early summer, SCT offered a discount if we made a decision by the end of
September. At Dr. Filipic’s request, the committee compressed the timeline in order to reach a decision by the
end of September. Subject Area teams were formed comprised of over 100 individual across campus to identify
evaluation criteria for these vendors. RFP’s were sent out August 22 in order to have a decision made by the
deadline with the understanding, however, if we weren’t comfortable with the process or the vendors being
evaluated, we would not force a decision by the end of September. PeopleSoft planned on submitting a bid but
declined to submit a bid at the last minute leaving just one vendor. Therefore we had the vendor, SCT, on
campus for a week-long demo with over 100 individuals reviewing the product. Last week, the Selection
Committee unanimously voted that we proceed with the SCT Banner Solution and forwarded that
recommendation to the Executive Steering Committee which unanimously agreed. Timeline was presented
including first phase to create a university-wide portal to include email and calendar by Spring 2004 as well as
interfaces to our current ROX and Wright On-Line services and WebCT. Concurrent with that, the Finance
Administrative module is scheduled for July 2005; followed by Human Resources/Payroll System January 2006;
and Student Systems in Fall 2006 and early 2007. Contributor Relations is critical to the university and
anticipate starting that after the Student System, however, may adjust the timeline if necessary. Workflow and
imaging will be integrated with these systems for on-line access.
Questions were presented to Terry with the following information provided. SCT Headquarters is located in
Malvern, Pennsylvania, with offices throughout the United States and have been in business for 25+ years. Their
products are in over 800 higher educational institutions. They serve only the higher education market including

Miami University, Central State, Wayne State, Xavier, and the University of Illinois. Regarding imaging for
student files; transcripts from other schools could be imaged and attached to the student’s file so you have access
at your desk. DARS currently provides capabilities to evaluate transcripts to eliminate some of the manual
process for faculty. Pre-requisite checking will be incorporated in the implementation of the system.
Item of Discussion: Student On-line Course Evaluations (Attachment A) Student Government President Lucas Beagle
presented information regarding on-line course evaluations which SGA feels would be beneficial to students. The
review would include an evaluation of the teaching style based on the type of exams, lecture, class discussion, and
group work. This information would be beneficial to students before enrolling in the class. It is not to be used as a
negative tool. Questions from Cathy Sayer regarding specific wording on the attachment. Suggestion to change
Testing Methodology to Assessment Methodology. No numerical validity due to not being required, and since
evaluations are after grades are received the results might be skewed by students unhappy with their experience. Place
the more evaluative questions at the end of the survey, i.e., move questions one and two to the end. Perhaps moving
questions seven and eight to the beginning so the student might first reflect on their own performance and then on the
teachers performance. Senator Chamberlain commented concerning the professor who changes their teaching style. Mr.
Beagle commented that evaluation of previous class could be deleted if the coursework and style is changed. Results
will be cumulative over time but professor specific. Concern about what type of course (laboratory, lecture, clinical)
and distance learning classes. Senator O’Brien asked if partially completed surveys would be included; no they would
not. Senator Fossum pointed out that the survey does not include a question regarding whether they learned anything.
Senator Rizki was concerned with evaluating the course vs. the faculty. CaTS/SGA need to further address design
issues as well as wait until the faculty ID link is present. Senator Cathy Sayer addressed the issue of not enough
questions regarding learning styles on the survey. Suggestion to include a disclaimer regarding information current to
this time and teaching plan subject to change. Suggestion to include a question regarding student choice in learning
style. Senator Jim Sayer pointed out the information gathered during the final few weeks of the quarter would be one
quarter delay for students to use in selecting their next quarter classes. Plan is to have the evaluation available for all
classifications of faculty. Next steps include revising the document, meeting with CaTS for details, and possibly come
back to the Senate once again. For feedback, beagle.2@wright.edu, or x. 5508.

VI.

Standing Committee Reports and Attendance (Attachment A)

A.
B.
C.
D.
E.
F.
G.

VII.

Committees are currently getting organized and collecting agenda items.
There were no reports for today’s meeting.
Faculty Budget Priority Committee: Jack Dustin.
Non-Bargaining Unit Faculty Affairs Committee
Undergraduate Curriculum & Academic Policy Committee: Tom Sav reported that UCAPC met September 23, 2003.
Minutes available on appropriate listserves; matters to be heard at the October 20 Senate meeting.
Buildings & Grounds Committee: Shelley Jagow
Information Technology Committee: Vince Yen
Student Affairs Committee: Margaret Clark Graham
Student Petitions Committee: KT Mechlin

Council Reports
None

VIII.

Old Business:
A. Drop Date Policy – KT Mechlin (Attachment B)
KT shared that approximately one-seventh of all student petitions are related to this topic and that WSU has the
strictest drop date policy of all Ohio colleges and universities. Eliminating the distinction of different drop dates
would eliminate that confusion and allow professors of courses meeting only once a week a longer window of time
to get graded feedback back to students. The proposal, therefore, recommends considering the financial aid drop
date as one possible option for determining a combined drop date. If students drop before a certain time, their

financial aid will need to be returned by the University. Students would still have to make up those dropped credits
to continue their financial aid the next year Clarified that the 60% of the entire quarter would be on day 46 since the
entire quarter equals 76 days. Senator J. Sayer shared that the issue during his Academic Council days, was a
concern over (a) team and group work and how it is affected by late drops, and (b) trying to differentiate between
freshmen and upperclassmen abilities. Concerns expressed then regarding the faculty wanting upper level classmen
to be more responsible in terms of course selection. As a compromise at that time, once you were past your first
year, you no longer had that eighth week drop date, you had the through the fifth week. Other comments included
the issue of notifying students during registration of their current status and their drop date; how it this issue
handled at other schools; question of “why we allow them to drop” at all? The Executive Committee asked Student
Government to comment and it supported the one drop date idea, with the later the better and that 60% of the term
is reasonable. Senator Jim Sayer and Senator Houston also support the single drop date. Concern was
expressed about students over-subscribing, impact of financial penalties, and whether full classes would become
less than full. Students can still petition to “remove hours and points.” Comment to consider stalling to gather
more input and provide more specifics regarding the policy of drop dates; and appropriate committee review.
Senator Fichtenbaum suggested that serious consideration should also be given to moving the drop date to the latest
possible date in the quarter. More time is needed. Motion to table approved unanimously. Suggest that Executive
Committee discuss this at the next meeting.
IX.

New Business

(A suspension of the rules will be requested to move Item B to Old Business for a vote.)
A. Call for Nominations for Professor-at-Large for University Promotion and Tenure Committee (Attachment C).
*Nominations will be taken today and at the October 20 Faculty Senate Meeting, with the vote taken at the November
17, 2003 Senate meeting. Please confirm that your nominee is willing to serve prior to the vote.
· Nominations: Rudy Fichtenbaum
B. UGEC Proposal – Revise number two to begin UGEC immediately (Attachment D)
· Motion to suspend rules and consider the proposal today unanimous
· Motion to consider the proposal unanimous. Discussion included Executive Committee to appoint members, and
can do so on October 6, 2003.
· Motion to amend “into existence October 6, 2003” approved.

X.

Announcements:
A. Next Faculty Senate Meeting: Monday, October 20, 2003, 2:30 p.m., 156 Student Union.

XI.

Adjournment:
The meeting adjourned at 4:15 p.m.

